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votential Communist Impact on [talian

iclense Posturoh

Issuos and EQidcncc

(znpuétant problens that might arise from connunist

participation in the governments of Italy

aATC

shaped partly by the difforont institutional positions

of the two countries within the NATO alliancéa

C:ialy, as a ncubar of KATO's intograted military

structure, has direct rccoss to sonsitivo KNATO xntoxllgunCe

dcfanso pluns, anl nuclear planning infornmation. Any

potcntial for communist access to this information, even

if scemingly unlxkcly in circumstancos of limited p1rtici-

'ﬁstlon in the Italian government, probably wouid rosult

in a cutoff of koy information and planning data to Italy

and {hus a sharﬁ reduction of Ttalian-NATO dofense cooparation.
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(Evidonce on the defenso policies of the TtaTian
and Fronch Communist parties comes from tho public

record of statements and writings of the partics

Conflicting pressurcs to maintain thcir'Marxist?

Loninist credearials and at the sume time appeal to a
wide spectrum of West European opinion often causes the
Communists to “straddle tho fenco on defense ‘issues--
providing a poor basis for judging what their governing policies

. . would be. (Bgvertholcss; we offer the following pre-

‘liminary thoughts concerning Italy

Q)

A large segment of Itallan sqéiacy is reserved in {ts

support for NATO and Italian dofense policies, and Communist
(PCI) attitudes on defense questions are gencrally shared by

Socialists and other partics of the Left. On some issues, the
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PC1 has supportcd the Christian Democratic larty against
the poiltiuns taken by other leftist parties. ‘nd opposi-
tion to the governnment's dofeonse programs and NATO issues
{s goncrally lcd not by the PCl but by Falco Accame, the
Socialist chairman of the liouse Dofensc Commission.

I[ZEEG chicf cffcct of a minor PCI involvement {n the
Italian government (fbr instnnco.icontrol of two or three
non-sensitive ninistries concerncd with Italian internal
matteors) wouid likely be a tightening of rostrictive trends
Llready affecting Italy's defonsc cstablishmcn) and,
by uxtension, Icalian cooperation with NATO and the US,

These include: incrcasingly close Parliamentary control

over militafy'budgcts.nnd policy decisions; a gencrally
‘sknbtical approach toward nuclear weapons and facilities;

a tcndency to distinguish between Itazlian interests and
needs on the one hand and those of NATO on the other--.
especially with roference to programs which hre instigatod
by the US or appear primarily to benefit thc us. (h:csuuably,
with a fermal sharo in power!-thc PCI would morec actively
work to place sympathetic und “reliable' persons in impor-

'

tant posts--including senior military ones—-thrOUﬂh?ut the

govcrnnentZ) ;

[l; nevertheless is unlikely that the PCI would attempt

to undernmine nilitary discipline or capabilities, or to
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politicize the military to an oxtent that would have
ih§$ cffect, In rocent years, tho PC! has behuved
toward the hllilary l}kc 2 party which fully expects
sume day to “control the I«Vcr::5> Khile tacling
Tegislation to improve living conditiuns and wazes and
to strengthen soldiors' civit rights and liberaliza
disciplinary rogulations, the Party has oppoiced military
unionisn as inconsistent with the roqulrenents of mily-
tary disciplino. It also has stopped well short of un-
critical support of protost moverents and denonstrations
involving non-coanlss!oncd officers that have boen
organized by left-wing fringe groups, Borcovar, tho

PCI has generally supported passage of funds (or military
nodernization programs, cspecially when Italian Jobs are
at stake, PCI parliamentarians frequently question
specific defonso needs or progranms, and last ;all they
suggestod dolaying passago of prccurement funds which
had not yect been committed to prograns--yet ihay have
not played an obstructionx st role, (:o the cxtcnt that
the PCI has noutralized the military as s« sourca of
opposition, it appaars to have succeeded by conv!ncinz
the bulk of military officers, like other Italians, that
PCl invelvement in the govcramcntAis a) ineovitahle, and

b) not parthJlarly dmngerous
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If the PCI were to hav[ substantial control in tho

govornment, more far-rcachling changos arc possible. The

- actions tuken in the necar-tern by a PCI government would

likely lhio heavily dependent on the attitudos and policlces
of Italy's NATO allies. Tho Party hus said that it fully
supports Italy's membership in tho Alliance and would
carry out ull commitments, It would probﬁbly roviow very
carcfully any new or additional commitments in the light

of fts cumplicut;d attitudes towvard tho East-West division,

fts Europcean us opposcd to Atlantic orientation, its opposi-

“tion to nuclear woapons, and so on [Eut it would likely

bo reluctant immediatoly to withdraw units comm}ttca to

XATO missions, closc down NATO and US facilitics, or renego
on already-agreed NATO weapons programs. If, however, the
allies deny ltalian ucccﬁs to c}assif!ad infurmation or closo
down NATO Jacilitics in Italy, PCI ambivalcnce toward NATO |
would likely bo resolved, léading to' some kind of break in

the rointionship?}.










